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Stuart Loory  00:12 
Welcome to Global Journalist on KBIA. This is the program that says mid-Missourians, indeed many 
Americans, are interested in international news. I'm Stuart Loory of the Missouri School of Journalism 
coming to you again from London.  The one constant in international relations during the past half-
century has been the strength, unity and solidarity of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, NATO. Its 
underlying principle is that an attack on one member is an attack on all, and that all would rally together 
in defense of any one. The common enemy for the first 40 years was the Soviet Union. The breakup of 
that country in the downfall of the world communist movement has created questions of what course 
NATO should take in the future. For one thing, it's expanding to the east. The newest of its 19 members 
are Poland, the Czech Republic and Hungary. All former Warsaw Pact members. They are firmly in the 
United States' corner on the question of going to war with Iraq. The three NATO countries urging 
restraint are Germany, France and Belgium, countries Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld has called 
Old Europe. Russia now has a cooperative mission at NATO headquarters in Belgium, but it opposes 
the United States at the Security Council, the UN Security Council in New York. The danger is that the 
dispute over Iraq can seriously undermine not only the NATO Alliance, but also the United Nations 
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where a key security council meeting takes place tomorrow. That's what we will discuss today as the 
war buildup continues.  With me are Graham Lucas, head of news and current affairs for the English 
news service of Deutsche Welle Radio in Cologne, Germany. Pierre Ruslan, foreign editor of the 
newspaper Le Figaro in Paris. Matthew Symonds, political editor of The Economist in London, and 
Martin Schram, syndicated columnist for the Scripps Howard newspapers in Washington. Let's start 
with Marty Schram. Marty, tell us a little bit about how the United States is reacting to all of the criticism 
it's getting from friends and allies in particularly in Europe, but elsewhere around the world.  
Martin Schram  02:40 
I guess the the the one answer would be shock is more than anything else. And it rather is surprising 
that people would be so shocked. But I think in this, in this country, most people just can't understand 
how is it that Europeans don't understand that we only have the world's best interests at heart and so 
on and so forth. Much the same way that people couldn't understand why in South Korea, the young 
students were clamoring to get US troops out of Korea. Don't they know that we fought and died to 
keep them free country, etc. And it's a, it's a rather isolated view of the world that Americans tend to 
have as, as television news and newspapers don't do as much international reporting as they used to, 
especially television news. And, and it's really, it's really a shame that people have not seen and 
understood what was coming for a long time now.   
Stuart Loory  03:40 
Well, you're talking about the general public, but what about President Bush and the Bush 
administration? Certainly there are a lot of sophisticated and knowledgeable people there.   
Martin Schram  03:52 
Oh, did you think I was talking about the people? No I was talking about the president. I was talking 
about the American people in general.   
Stuart Loory  04:00 
You'd think the president isn't watching enough television news.    
Martin Schram  04:04 
In the White House, George Bush hasn't quite decided what his policies really are and what they mean. 
In other words, did he mean the policies that he started his presidency with, scrapped the Kyoto Accord 
and to heck with the rest of the world? Did he mean the policy that he started in going  "we'll go into 
Iraq alone if necessary"? Did he mean the policy that said we're going to go to the Security Council and 
have a unanimous vote and work with that security council or back where he is now? He's vacillated 
back and forth. And I find that rather, rather distressing. I think Colin Powell always did find it 
distressing too until he got got dissed on the trip in Europe and then he kind of hardened his, his line a 
bit.  
Stuart Loory  04:54 
Yeah, let's ask Pierre Ruslan in Paris to explain why it is that France comes across as so vehemently 
opposed to Washington's policies.   
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Pierre Ruslan  05:13 
Well, why is it? Well, it's for sure France has taken a strong position in this Iraq affair since the 
beginning and since, let's say last summer when it insisted with the British as a matter of fact, that the 
debate would take place inside the Security Council. That was successful and we got to the unanimous 
Resolution 1441. Today, France still thinks that this channel of the UN has to be followed through. It 
thinks that the Resolution 1441 still applies and that there is no real justification to wage war against 
Saddam Hussein if the real objective is to disarm Saddam Hussein. So that's the position. And I think 
that position has been put forward quite straightforwardly, and it's the public opinion in Europe, not only 
in France, but also even in Great Britain are agree with that.   
Stuart Loory  06:27 
Is France willing to see a dangerous undermining of the NATO Alliance, a dangerous weakening of the 
United Nations to carry out its policies?   
Pierre Ruslan  06:41 
Well, I think the whole point of the French policy is to keep the UN strong. Now, it could, it could 
backfire if if the US decides to isolate the French position like it has done in the last few weeks. As far 
as NATO is concerned it's another issue, because I don't think the discussion that are taking place 
today are fundamental. I think it's pretty obvious to everybody that the NATO allies will come and help 
Turkey whenever it is attacked by Iraq or by anybody else. I don't think there's any any question about 
that. The only question is, why do we have to pronounce ourselves today about things that can be 
decided in 48 hours. It's just the time you need to get the inspectors out and start war against Iraq. It's a 
procedural matter at that at NATO. There is a trans- transatlantic conflict which is very strong at this 
point. But it's not a NATO per se issue.   
Stuart Loory  07:50 
Graham Lucas, do you agree with everything that has just been said by Pierre Ruslan?   
Graham Lucas  07:55 
Yeah, with with quite a lot of it. But of course when we look at the situation in Germany, we've got to 
look at the domestic situation. Chancellor Gerhard Schröder probably made the greatest mistake in the 
Iraq issue by taking a very clear position very, very early on when it wasn't really necessary. But of 
course, he did that in order to win the general election in Germany last September. And once he'd 
actually committed himself to a very hardline anti war cause, then of course it was extremely difficult to 
get away from that position. And he had two more regional elections to face in February. And so he 
therefore continued to play the anti-war card right through to those polls. It worked for him in 
September, it got him re-elected in Berlin, but it led to a disaster for his party in the regional elections. 
So we have a very complicated domestic equation here, which has really led Schroeder into a corner 
and he's still trying to find a way out.   
Stuart Loory  09:00 
And he is probably going to find that way out by giving more support to President Bush. Do you think 
so?  
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Graham Lucas  09:07 
At the moment, I don't see that happening. I think Schroeder's arguments have been all along, let's say 
to contrast the situation with Germany's position on Afghanistan or on Kosovo, where Germany has 
been heavily committed and has gone along with other Western powers. We have had the argument 
from him that first of all on the Iraq question, there has been no Al Qaeda link, no link between Saddam 
Hussein and Al Qaeda. And he's been insisting on that, saying that the argument just isn't really very 
logical and pointing to the situation with North Korea, saying why isn't the United States taking or 
wanting to take military action there? Why is it talking about diplomatic solutions on the question of 
North Korea, but not on Iraq? And the other thing, of course, is that he's making a lot of his that he's 
waiting for the smoking gun to show up. And until those issues are resolved, it appears he's going to 
insist that the weapons inspectors be given a lot more time. And he's been trying, as we heard just 
now, to get close to the French in the hopes that they will support him in the United Nations Security 
Council, and that he'll be able to get out of the hole he finds himself domestically via an international 
weakening of the American position through the United Nations.   
Stuart Loory  10:28 
Matthew Symonds, if George Bush has one strong ally, it's Tony Blair. Yet, the British people do not 
seem to be completely or in any way in agreement with Blair's policies. There will be a huge march 
here in London on Saturday. If I see Tony Blair depicted as a poodle dog in cartoons in the newspapers 
within the next several days, I'm certainly not going to be surprised. He's been a poodle dog almost 
every day in every political cartoon. How is Blair carrying out this policy? Why is he doing it? Is it not 
going to hurt him politically?   
Matthew Symonds  11:18 
Well, he's obviously paying a price politically now. Because as you say, he has quite a large body of 
public opinion seemingly against him. I say seemingly because one of the things which comes out of 
almost every opinion poll is that if there is another UN resolution, which specifically authorizes a military 
attack on Iraq, then there is a quite substantial majority opinion in favor of war. It's without that 
resolution that it becomes very much a minority position, which is something that the Prime Minister has 
undoubtedly brought home to President Bush on numerous occasions. And I think that the White House 
is very well aware of the political problems that Blair has on this. He also has a problem in his own 
party, which is traditionally to have a pacifist wing, and which raises the United Nations up on a very 
high moral plane. But that said, I think that maybe some of these difficulties can be exaggerated a little 
bit. Blair himself I know is feeling reasonably calm about situation. First of all, he does actually remain 
fairly constant even now that another resolution can be gained. The British actually place quite a lot of 
confidence in Hans Blix, and there is a belief, which may or may not turn out to be justified, that 
tomorrow when Blix briefs the Security Council, that he will come down pretty hard on the Iraqis in 
terms of continued lack of compliance.  I understand here from talking to government sources that they 
know that the weapons inspectors in Iraq in the last few days have on several occasions become very 
close to catching the Iraqis red-handed as it were in sanitizing sites, and I've only just sort of missed 
them as they kind of disappeared a bit over the horizon. So I don't think -- I think that there is an 
expectation that Blix is going to be tough. And also, I think that you know, Blair would say let's come 
back to what Resolution 1441 actually says. That is that, this is not a matter of trying to catch the Iraqis. 
It is a matter of the Iraqis making a full and clean disclosure of everything that they've got. And that's 
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something which also Blix agrees with and has been quite specific on that point. So there's some 
optimism from from that point of view. And also, I think I would just say this, that there is a belief that 
when the war begins, if it does, which we obviously expect that it will do, that it will be conducted 
effectively, and it will not be long. And under those circumstances, Blair believes that he will rapidly be 
seen to be vindicated.   
Stuart Loory  14:43 
Okay, we have to take a break now, but I want to come back to the United Nations afterwards. This is 
Global Journalist on KBIA. I'm Stuart Loory. We'll be right back.  Welcome back to Global Journalist. 
You may listen to this program again, ask questions, or make comments by going to 
www.globaljournalist.org or in Mid-Missouri by calling us at 573-882-9641. Marty Schram. There will be 
an important security council meeting tomorrow. Foreign Ministers of many countries, including 
Secretary of State Colin Powell are going to be there. Apparently, a lot of pressure is being put now on 
Hans Blix, the chief weapons Inspector, the United Nations weapons inspector, to condemn Iraq. Do 
you think the United States is going to get its way tomorrow?   
Martin Schram  15:50 
No, I think it'll get only part of its way. My guess is that Hans Blix will be telling it rather as I believe it is, 
which is that Iraq has not been complying, has not been cooperating fully and has indeed been playing 
playing games, but that they haven't found the sort of "good" weapons of mass destruction in any of the 
three categories: chemical, biological, or nuclear. And, and so he'll want more time to inspect and to 
give Iraq a chance to cooperate, which makes me wonder what, what the French then will want to do in 
the long term if, if it continues to be more the same. In other words, what does that resolution say? That 
he has to cooperate or that the inspectors must actually find something? And at what point does some 
other action have to be taken?  
Stuart Loory  16:48 
Pierre Ruslan, what do you think?  
Pierre Ruslan  16:51 
Well, the French position has already been announced. It will be probably confirmed when the debate 
comes after Blix's report, which of course we cannot, we don't know exactly what's going to, what it's 
going to be. But it's probably going to be a balanced report, which will not give an easy way out of this 
whole debate and will not -- people will continue to disagree, I believe. And the French position will be 
that since Saddam Hussein doesn't cooperate enough, if you have to force him to cooperate and to get 
in for that matter, you have to give the inspectors more means. I know that this position is not the one 
that the Americans would -- don't like it. The British don't either. They want a resolution that would allow 
probably some action, military action, but those are the positions. And I think President Chirac has 
painted himself in this line. It will be hard for him to change unless there is something that could appear 
as a smoking gun, but there's no smoking gun, that's the problem.   
Martin Schram  18:07 
And it never stops. In other words, I mean, can it go on into perpetuity?   
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Pierre Ruslan  18:12 
Well, the big issue in France is whether France will use its veto. This is the major issue. In France and I 
think also at the Security Council, there's a lot of discussion about that. And it's very easy to say that 
you might, you might use your veto, and it's very different to actually do it, especially if you're the only 
country who does it. And if France would happen to be the only country using its veto, it would have to 
pay dearly such such an act. And I personally think that President Chirac wouldn't go that far, but he's 
keeping his his cards very close to his chest and it's very hard to know where he's going. But the 
Russians and the Chinese will not help him very much. And if France is the only one threatening to 
have, to put its veto, it will be very difficult.   
Stuart Loory  19:14 
Well, it might put a veto in at a time when it will get other support from the non-permanent members of 
the Security Council. So that it would not be completely alone. It would only be alone among the, the 
big five countries that have the veto.   
Pierre Ruslan  19:38 
Yeah, but that's terribly lonely. I mean, you can already hear a lot of talks in Washington about France 
and things that are not very pleasant to hear on this side of the Atlantic. And you can imagine what 
would be said if France put this veto to a resolution backed by the US, Great Britain, and then with 
Russian and Chinese abstention, then then you -- we would be in deep trouble.   
Stuart Loory  20:05 
There was an interesting little story -- I think it was in The Guardian today here in London -- about the 
largest importer in the United States of French Camembert cheese, canceling all of his orders in protest 
of France's policies.   
Pierre Ruslan  20:24 
I mean this is war.  
Stuart Loory  20:25 
Yeah.  
Pierre Ruslan  20:27 
I think there is already, already at this point some political damage has been done. And one has to say, 
it's specially obvious here from Paris, that this administration has not helped in the least bit to make 
things easier. And has almost tried to corner France and Germany, to isolate them, and it would have 
taken, it wouldn't have taken much to cajole President Chirac and tell him that maybe his contribution 
could be useful and we wouldn't be in this situation.   
Stuart Loory  21:07 
There was the the statement of support by eight European countries for Bush's policies and apparently, 
in putting together that statement, France and Germany were not even invited to sign it or to discuss it. 
Is that correct?   
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Pierre Ruslan  21:25 
Yes, that's correct. It was made behind their backs and even... there were talks during the day and on 
the phone, and they were not told that this letter was being prepared. I mean, this is Europe. It sounds 
a bit crazy, but that's how some things happen in Europe, but it's it's, it could be laughed about but then 
perceptions take on and, and crises build up. That's the problem.   
Stuart Loory  21:58 
Yeah. Marty Schram, let's say that the United States does not get satisfactory action in the Security 
Council tomorrow. That if there is a resolution, it'll be a new resolution that the United States disagrees 
with. I take it that the Bush administration is still going to act unilaterally and go to war against Iraq. Is 
that situation?   
Martin Schram  22:25 
I think it is a situation Stuart, and I must say I personally am very concerned about it. I think it's exactly 
the wrong way to do it. I thought that going the UN route and getting the unanimous resolution the first 
time was exactly the way to pursue it and and a few... but to that, the main concern they don't want to 
leave troops there over the summer, not fighting, just waiting. It would be hugely expensive and it 
comes down to a dollars and cents thing as much as anything else I'm afraid. They don't want to wait 
and have a war in the fall. They'd like to have it now. And that's the wrong way to go about these things 
I think. I'm really, really concerned about that, because I'm concerned about where it's going to leave 
the United States vis-à-vis the rest of the world, including the entire Muslim world.   
Stuart Loory  23:14 
Matthew Symonds, the British also have a huge force already in the Middle East. Is it ready to go to 
war?  
Matthew Symonds  23:26 
Well, not yet. But quite a lot of it's actually still on its way though. In fact, I think that some of the tanks 
haven't even left Germany yet. So the, the readiness is not there yet. And I would have thought that it's 
probably a good two or three weeks away. But that doesn't necessarily mean that there could not be an 
outbreak of war before that, because it's somewhat depends upon what the British are off to do. They 
may not be asked to go straight on to Baghdad, but they may be asked to kind of hang back a bit and 
look after Basra and places like that. But we don't know obviously, it's pure speculation. But they're not 
ready yet.   
Stuart Loory  24:16 
There there have been stories in the last couple of days about the United States, seeking to find a way 
out by getting Saddam Hussein to abdicate and go into exile. Is there any possibility that that could be 
accomplished? Marty?   
Martin Schram  24:35 
I don't think he's going to do that. I think it would be a fine, fine way out. I just don't think he's going to 
do it. My concern is that he hunkers down somewhere in Baghdad, it turns into an urban war. And there 
are huge civilian casualties every time there's an urban war.  
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Stuart Loory  24:52 
Graham, do you think that the, the Germans are working behind the scenes in any way to try to 
alleviate the situation and prevent a war?   
Graham Lucas  25:06 
Yes, very much so. The entire German diplomatic corps is probably right at this moment doing 
whatever it can to prepare for this key meeting tomorrow at the United Nations, which of course, is 
somewhat ironically being chaired by German Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer because Germany at 
the moment holds the the chairmanship. And of course Joschka Fischer began his political career as a 
pacifist, very strong opponent of warfare of any kind. And he of course, has played a huge part in 
developing the present German position. He said in Parliament today, that as far as  Germany is 
concerned, Iraq is not in any material breach of UN resolution 1441. That remains the German position. 
The chancellor added that as from his perspective, there was absolutely no automatic clause for 
declaring a war. So the Germans have got themselves absolutely into a corner. And they are hoping, of 
course, that they can keep France and Russia. And they claim that they have some other permanent 
members of the Security Council, presumably China, as well as other non permanent members on their 
side. And they are trying to do what they can now to weld together a group within the Security Council, 
which will prevent America getting the kind of resolution it would like. Let's say a green light for a 
punitive war against Saddam Hussein. And I think that they will be continuing right up to the last minute 
along those lines.  
Stuart Loory  26:38 
Pierre Ruslan, is the same thing happening in France?   
Pierre Ruslan  26:43 
Yes. Obviously, President Chirac and the French government are not convinced that that this was a 
very good idea to wage war in Iraq. This, this is pretty obvious. They will do whatever they can to, to 
find some other option. Which doesn't mean that they are backing Saddam Hussein, this is obviously a 
caricature when when some American officials put it that way. They want Saddam Hussein to be 
disarmed. They think that the inspection regime can work. And they think that there's no reason, 
political reason. It's not a question of resolution and you can read whatever you want in the 1441. And 
the US can decide that there is material breach and that there's no need for another resolution. But 
people need...  
Stuart Loory  27:39 
Pierre, I... right. I'm sorry to cut you off, but we are out of time. Our guests today have been Graham 
Lucas of Deutsche Welle Radio, Pierre Ruslan of the newspaper Le Figaro, Matthew Symonds of The 
Economist and Martin Schram of Scripps-Howard newspapers. Our director is Pat Akers, and our 
producers Sarah Andrea Fajardo and Rada Rafi. For all, I'm Stuart Loory. Global Journalist will be back 
next week. 
